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PERSONSOR I N S T I T U T I O N S  form a committee, 
found an association, or publish a journal to solve problems or at 
least to share in the frustration of failing to solve problems. There is 
no better index to the woes of librarianship than the list of associa- 
tions, divisions, sections, committees, round tables, institutes, and 
groups in the annual organizational issue of the ALA Bulletin. De-
spite this impressive roster, urban university librarians have lagged 
behind their presidents in turning to group therapy. In November 1914 
the Association of Urban Universities was formed to promote the 
study of problems of particular interest to urban universities. It was 
43 years later that an informal committee of university librarians met 
for the first time to chat about their particular problems-some of 
which are set forth in this issue of Library Trends to edify and in- 
struct their professional colleagues, 
Why this late flowering of metropolitan library concerns? Certainly 
some of the elements of some of the problems discussed in this issue 
have been a part and parcel of the milieu of the red-brick university. 
Like the city’s poor, the alumnus, the high school student, and the man 
in the street have always been with us. (True, there are more of each 
than there were a generation ago, but by definition any metropolis 
has a great many of them.) Commerce and finance have always con- 
gregated in the city, and most communities could boast of a public 
library before they had a university. 
It seems plausible that changes in the urban university library and 
its environs are producing a cultural and instructional resource that 
attracts the attention of the alumnus, the high school student, the 
merchant, and the engineer. It is possible that in some cities the urban 
university library may begin to rival the public library in its resources 
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and, if available to the community, will be called upon to serve a 
clientele which may range far beyond the sidewalks of the campus. 
It may be possible that the more sophisticated users of informational 
sources in the metropolitan area may see the urban university library 
as a source to supplement the public library in meeting their profes- 
sional and intellectual demands. 
“Urban university” is a loose term. Usually it refers to an institu- 
tion of higher education, located in a large city, enrolling large num- 
bers of students, most of whom commute and many of whom work 
full-time and go to school part-time. Terms such as “large city” and 
“many students” are too imprecise to produce a very exclusive classi- 
fication. Some urban universities are pure examples of the breed; 
others are hybrids. The Association of Urban Universities, for example, 
includes state universities, technical schools, denominational institu- 
tions, and such typically large privately controlled urban universities 
as New York University and Temple. Its membership ranges from 
Harvard to Little Rock. 
The libraries of these institutions reflect such variety that state- 
ments about the genus must be treated with the customary precau- 
tions applicable to most generalizations. Since book stock and book 
expenditures are conventional measures of library growth and vigor, 
these items were inspected for a selected group of urban university 
libraries. Three criteria were used in choosing the sample. First, the 
institution had to be a member of the Association of Urban Univer- 
sities. Second, it had to be included in group one or group two of 
“Universities of Large Institutions of Complex Organization” in the 
annual Walters’ survey, “Statistics of Attendance in American Uni- 
versities and Colleges, 1960-61.”1 Third, it had to be located in a 
standard metropolitan statistical area which had a “central city” with 
a population of at least 1OO,OOO.2 This screening produced a group of 
forty urban universities, slightly less than half of the eighty-four mem- 
bers of the Association of Urban Universities3 The institutions within 
the sample differ considerably in terms of size of the community, en- 
rollments, type of control, age, and prestige, but are likely to be as 
typical as any sample unless it is one deliberately drawn to obtain a 
more homogeneous group. Three of the universities are in cities with 
a population of 100,000-249,OOO; eleven in cities of 250,000-499,OOO; 
twelve in cities of 500,000-999,000; fourteen in cities of l,OOO,OoO or 
more. Eleven are publicly controlled; twenty-nine are privately con- 
trolled. Their enrollments range from approximately 2,200 to 41,000. 
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TABLE I 
Volumes in  Urban University Libraries 
1929-30 1969-60 
Total. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  3,841,317 16,637,736

Median. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  47,800 347,131 

In  three decades the combined holdings of these urban libraries 
more than quadrupled, and the median figure for the group in 1959-60 
was more than seven times the median in 1929-30 (Table I ) .  In  
1929-30 the median library spent an estimated $8,025 for library ma- 
terials; in 1959-60, $60,495. 
The improvement of urban university libraries in three decades is 
more impressive than a comparison of their current status with that 
of the libraries of several other groups of large universities. Table I1 
compares the urban group with the admittedly prestigious members 
of the Association of American Universities. 
This table underscores the bibliographical poverty of the urban 
university. The A.A.U. libraries boast three times as many books and 
spend four times as much for more books. Urban universities have 
the students, but they do not have the libraries. The urban group 
receives a larger share of the institutional budget but the urban uni- 
versity’s pocketbook is not as fat as that of its more affluent and better 
established cousin. The comparison of expenditures per student and 
library expenditures as a percentage of the institutional budget dem- 
TABLE I1 
Comparative Statistics of Urban Universities and Members 
of Association of American Universities, 1959-60 
(Data are for the median institution in each item.) 
-
Library
Ezpendi-
ture as 
Ratio of 
No. of Students Znstitu-
Volumes Expendi- Expendi- tional 
Under 
qrad. Grad. Total 
in Col-
lection 
ture for 
ikfaterinls 
lure Per 
Student 
Expendi-
tUTe 
~ 
Urban Univ. 
Assn. of Amer. 
7,853 1,412 9,702 347,131 60,495 28.0 3.80 
Univ. 8,633 2,097 11,260 1,109,917 255,345 41.5 3.25 
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TABLE I11 
Library Statistics, Urban Universities and Class I Institutions, 
COLLEGE AND RESEARCH LIBRARIES (Jan.1960), 1958-59 
(Data are for the median institution.) 
Volumes in Expenditure
Collection for Materials 
Urban Universities. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  332 172 59,691 
~ 
Class 1, CRL Institutions. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  469,877 106,558 

onstrates how foolish the 5 per cent ratio is as a library standard. 
What counts is the size of the slice, not its relationship to the size 
of the pie. 
Table I11 compares the urban university libraries with the Class I 
institutions which report statistics to College and Research Libraries. 
This is a large and heterogeneous group of 116institiitions and conse- 
quently represents a broader cross-section of American universities 
than the highly selective Association of Americdn Universities. 
These simple comparisons offer some perspective on the caliber of 
urban university libraries, The question, however, is not whether 
the urban university library still lags behind its campus cousin, but 
whether it has become a cultural potential for its own community. 
The urban university library need not be a Widener in order to at- 
tract non-university clientele. 
The last thirty years have produced significant changes in the com- 
parative size of the book collections of the urban public and univer- 
sity libraries (Tables IV, V).  
In  1930 the public libraries had five times the number of volumes 
that the urban university libraries had; by 1960, only two and half 
times the number. As a whole, the public libraries’ collection doubled 
in this thirty-year span; university libraries’ collection quadrupled. 
For the fourteen cities in Classes I and 11, the university libraries’ col- 
lection in 1959-60 surpassed that which the public libraries had in 
1929-30. In  1929 the entire group of urban university libraries had 
about two million fewer volumes than the fourteen public libraries in 
the Class I11 cities; in 1959-60, they had three million more. Both types 
of libraries have grown more rapidly in Class I1 cities, but the rate of 
growth of the university library has been spectzcularly faster than 
that of the public library. In 1929-30 th,: median size of the university 
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TABLE IV 
Growth of Book Collectiom of Public and University Libraries 
in Selected Cities 
(Volumes in thousands) 
1919-30 195940 
Size of City. - Public Universitv Public Universilv 
Class I (100-249,OOO)*. . . . . 
Class I1 (25O-499,OOO). . . . . 
Class IV (1,OOO,OOO+).. . . . 
Class I11 (500-999,000).. . . 
624 
2,874 
8,982
6,685 
254 
488 
1,687
1,412 
961 
6,584 
18,727
13,120 
706 
3,149 
6,998
5,785 
Total . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19,165 3,841 39,392 16,638 
No. of Cases: Forty university libraries and thirty-two public libraries in thirty cities. (The
total of thirty-two libraries includes the New York Public Librafy, Brooklyn Public 
Library, and Queens Borough Public Library in the central city c1assificst:on of 
New York City.)
* Classifications are those of the U. S. Bureau of the Census. 
library collection was 47,800 volumes; in 1959-60, 347,131. For the 
public library it was 343,736 in 1929-30; in 1959-60, 847,312. 
Expenditures for materials by the public and university libraries 
show the same trend as book stock^.^ Public libraries still spend con- 
siderably more for books than do the university libraries, but their 
rate of growth is less impressive (Tables VI,VII). Only in Class IV 
cities has the rate of increase in expenditures for materials kept pace 
with that of the university libraries; in all other classes the university 
rate is significantly higher. The university libraries spent more for 
books in 1959-60 than the public libraries did in 1940-41. Material 
TABLE V 
Comparative Growth of Book Collections of Public and 
University Libraries in Selected Cities 
(1929-30 = 100) 
1919-50 1959-60 
Size of City Public University Public University 
Class I (100-249,000). . .. 100.0 100.0 154.0 276.9 
Class I1 (250-499.000\. .. 100.0 100.0 229.2~~. 645.3~ 
Class III’(~KGGQiOOO) .-i ioo,0 ioo.0 196.3 409.7 
Class IV (1,000,000+)., . 100.0 100.0 208.5 414.8 
All libraries in sample. . 100.0 100.0 205.6 433.3 
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TABLE VI 
Expenditures for Library Materials by Public and University 

Libraries in Selected Cities 

1940-41 1969-60 
Size of City Public University Public University 
Class I (100-249,000) . . . . 77,523
Class I1 (250-499 000) . .. 382,841
Class I11 (500-999,000). . 762,710
Class I V  (1,000,000+). .  1,296,289 
28,066
125,926 
216,309
376,152 
199,676
1,243,244
2,094,267
4,502,119 
192,628 
582,312
1,101,919
1,302,531 
Total.. . . . . . . . . . . 2,519,363 746,453 8,039,315 3,179,390 
No. of Cases: Forty university libraries and thirty-two public libraries in thirty cities. 
expenditures for the median university library in 1959-60were $60,495. 
For the public library in 1940-41, they were $48,288. In the Class I 
cities the current difference is negligible. 
Insomuch as the quality of a library may be measured in total vol- 
umes and expenditures for materials, it would seem that the urban 
university library of today at least equals the metropolitan public li- 
brary of thirty years ago. In reality, the university library of today 
is probably a much better informational source than the public library 
three decades ago. Public libraries with their branch systems duplicate 
so much more heavily for popular titles in fiction and nonfiction that 
a university library of 300,000 volumes is a more significant collection 
than a public library of the same size. 
Libraries, like art galleries and historical museums, are structure 
TABLE VII 
Comparative Expenditures for Library Materials by  Public 
and University Libraries in Selected Cities 
(1940-41 = 100) 
~~ 
1960-41 1969-60 
Size of City Public University Public University 
Class I (100-249,000). . . . 100.0 100.0 257.6 687.9 
Class I1 (250499,000).. . 100.0 100.0 325.4 462.5 
Class I11 (500-999,OOO). . 100.0 100.0 274.8 509.7 
Class IV (1,OOO,OOO+) ... 100.0 100.0 347.4 346.3 
All libraries in sample. . 100.0 100.0 319.1 426.1 
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as well as content, form as well as function. Their public image is 
likely to be determined as much by their architecture as by their 
book collections. When the urban university squeezes its library into 
a few rooms on the third floor of the Administration Building, the 
citizen scholar does not intrude. Frequently the students do not either. 
If the same collection is placed in a new multimillion dollar building 
it will attract attention. 
In  the last decade the urban university has put out a tidy sum for 
new library buildings. Between 1950 and 1960, fourteen of the insti- 
tutions in this sample had erected either new libraries or major ad- 
ditions to existing plants at a total cost of something between 33 and 
35 million dollars. Even red-brick construction is not cheap. Six of 
the buildings cost over $3,000,000, and only one less than one million. 
Over half of them provided enough space to house a half million vol- 
umes or more. The sixties promise as much or even more of a building 
boom in urban university libraries. Eight of the forty have built or 
have had construction authorized since January 1960.Six other libraries 
are in the planning stage. Within a year or so, over half the libraries 
will have built new plants since 1950with space for approximately ten 
million volumes. 
Perhaps more pertinent to the ultimate role of the urban university 
library than its own physical rehabilitation are the ongoing plans and 
blueprints for the physical development of the university itself. The 
plight of the American city has imperiled dozens of urban universities. 
Decay and blight, especially within the last tw7o decades, have forced 
the universities to joir. the battle to restore the “central city.” While 
some of the urban universities are comfortably ensconced in relatively 
stable residential areas, a goodly number are in the midst of cultural 
and civic centers or have joined with municipal and federal agencies 
to rehabilitate their blighted surroundings into such civic and cul- 
tural centers. Fortunately, recent federal legislation has broadened 
the concept of urban renewal to include the needs of institutions of 
higher learning and numerous universities have planned, or are plan- 
ning, substantial renewal projects which blueprint the university as 
a major component in metropolitan cultural areas or civic centers. (It 
seems quite possible that as the land-grant university was founded 
to serve a farm economy and has gained stature in developing rural 
America, so may the urban university play a similar part in civilizing 
urban America.) Programs and scale models of such developments 
frequently include research parks and low-rise and high-rise residen- 
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tial units for the faculty and professional staffs of the museums, insti- 
tutes, galleries, and schools of University City. 
Such developments exist beyond the blueprints of university archi- 
tects and the technical reports of city planning commissions. The 
University Circle cultural center in Cleveland, Ohio, is a full-blown 
example. The cultural center is composed of institutions such as 
Western Reserve University, Case Institute of Technology, the Mu- 
sical Art Association, the Cleveland Art Museum, the Western Re- 
serve Historical Society, the Cleveland Institute of Music, the Cleve- 
land Institute of Art, the Cleveland Museum of Natural History, Mt. 
Sinai Hospital, and the Academy of Music. A recent directory of the 
institutions in the Cleveland development listed fifty libraries in a 
one-mile radius of University Circle. The University of Kansas City 
is surrounded by the Nelson-Atkins Gallery of Art, the Memorial 
Medical Center, Rockhurst College, the Medical Research Institute, the 
Kansas City Art Institute, and the Linda Hall Library of Science and 
Technology. Within one city block of Wayne State University in De- 
troit are the Detroit Public Library, the Detroit Historical Museum, 
the Detroit Institute of Art, University of Michigan Extension Center, 
the headquarters of the Detroit Board of Education, the Society of 
Arts and Crafts, and the Merrill-Palmer School. Fordham has estab- 
lished a new campus with new libraries in the Lincoln Center of the 
Performing Arts in New York City, joining the Metropolitan Opera, 
the New York Philharmonic, and the Juilliard School in forming what 
promises to be the most glamorous of the cultural centers. These are 
but a few examples of current and planned civic developments that 
are engaging the energies, efforts, and money of the urban university. 
(The Department of Urban Planning at Wayne State University is 
currently analyzing university participation in urban renewal for the 
Urban Redevelopment Administration and reports that ninety uni- 
versities are carrying on or are studying possible participation in 
urban renewal projects.) 
Cultural centers and urban renewal may seem only remotely re- 
lated to the development of the urban university library, but when 
the university as a whole involves itself in such programs, it willy- 
nilly commits its parts. Much of the city’s impact on the urban uni- 
versity library grows out of the university’s involvement in the com- 
munity. At one time or another, most of the city’s concerns come to 
the campus. The university conducts seminars on labor-management 
relations, sponsors institutes on race relations, joins with the City 
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Council to negotiate contracts with the federal government for urban 
redevelopment projects, and sponsors career days for high school stu- 
dents. The city and the university thrive on fruitful co-existence. If 
co-existence presents problems for the library (and this issue of 
Library Trends so affirms), the principle of “selective intrusion” will 
likely multiply these problems. “Selective intrusion” is a gobbledy-
gook term denoting a university’s efforts and aims to bring desirable 
and related community and cultural organizations on, adjacent, or 
near, to the campus. When and as this happy union takes place, the 
visitor to the art gallery may be closer to the university library than 
the students in the School of Art, and the director of the historical 
museum may be able to reach the 900’s more quickly than can the 
professor of American history. This kind of physical merger of town 
and gown will press the university library to define its institutional 
responsibilities. 
The library is a self-educating institution. This has been a tradi- 
tional role of the public library. It offers a kind of inskuction which 
dispenses with course registrations, prerequisites, matriculation, class- 
room attendance, examinations, and the rest of the paraphernalia of 
formal education. It may be suggested that at some point an academic 
library in an urban setting reaches a stage in its development when 
a similar role is thrust upon it. The urban university fosters self- 
improvement by its adult education programs, educational television, 
and public lectures. It provides a staple of after-dinner speakers, con- 
sultants, and experts for almost any field of human enterprise. Profes- 
sors of education lecture to the Parent-Teacher Association; professors 
of marketing advise the Chamber of Commerce; the music professor 
conducts the pop concerts. Such off-campus activities bring off-campus 
people to the library, and the library then becomes in fact a continuing 
adult education activity of the university. As the university deliber- 
ately sets about to instruct, enlighten, and elevate the citizens of 
a metropolis, it develops a new clientele for its library, possibly the 
easiest and least demanding of the university’s facilities for the 
citizen-student to use. 
In short, the decade of the sixties finds the urban university libraries 
with enlarged book collections, housed for the most part in separate 
multimillion dollar buildings on expanding campuses which are ad- 
junct to or part of cultural centers of the metropolis. These factors, plus 
the university’s traditional concern for the educational welfare of the 
community, have created at least some of the problems raised in this 
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issue of Library Trends. I t  is doubtful that there are any tidy solutions 
or right answers to these problems. It is likely that some introspection 
and reflection about the proper role of the university library in an 
urban environment may produce a more rational and logical policy 
than mere expediency in reacting to some of the current stresses on 
collections and services. 
The urban university library can abide by the conventional wisdom 
that its sole obligation is to serve its community of scholars and tuition- 
paying students. It can plead impoverished collections, cramped quar- 
ters, lack of stacp; it can cite precedents, issue fiats, and draw up 
regulations to the end of permitting it to operate more effectively 
within the intellectual circle it has compassed for itself. 
On the other hand, the library may hold it fitting that it directly 
support the university’s commitment to the community and that gen- 
erous library privileges to the citizen are as educationally beneficial 
as sunrise lectures on Channel 56. It could recognize the wholeness 
of the educational process and aid the city’s hard-pressed school and 
public libraries by serving citizen-students as well as student-citizens. 
It could strive to give substance to the university’s pronouncements 
that the urban university is of the city and for the city. It could lend 
its resources and services to the cause of the good urban society. 
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